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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to amendment filed on 06/25/201 0. Claims 2, 1 1 -1 2 
and 14 have been previously cancelled. Claim and 1, 7-9, 13 and 18-19 have been 
amended. Claims 1, 3-10, 13 and 15-19 are pending examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-10, 13 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lai et al. in view of Helland et al., Suorsa, Yu, Roche, Vaghi and 
Taylor et al. 

Lai et al. shows all of the limitations of the claims except for specifying a remote 
processing and particular software services, including credit card processing, 
calculation of taxes, warehouse management, shipping and invoicing. 

Lai et al. shows a transaction processing system and method. 

In reference to claim 1, figure 1 shows multiple user terminals 14 (entities) 
sending transactions to host computer 12. (receiving by a computer based host system 
for facilitating the process transactions, a request for a transaction from an entity); 

The connection processor recognizes the protocol directs the output to the 
proper application 16; column 2, lines 37-40 (processing the request by the software 
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program and determining at computer-based host system software programs for 
processing the transaction). The application stack 16 provides different services but 
they are located on the host. 

Part of remote processing is (accessing by the computer based host system the 
software programs to process the transaction); 

Part of remote processing is (receiving results at the host system of the 
processing from a network;) 

Results of the application stack 16 are provided back to the multiple users 
(providing the results to the entity.) 

Helland et al. teaches an automatic transaction processing of component based 
server applications, and the software programs being selected from a plurality of 
software programs located on a software system configured as a different system from 
the host system and the entity, the software programs providing processing for different 
services. Figure 1 shows a group of applications 36 being remotely processed. 
Column 4, line 63 to column 5, line 3, teaches the distributive computer environment of 
Helland et al. where more than one program modules are stored in remote memory 
storage devices of a remote computer and are accessed by the host via a different 
network in order to maximize computer efficiency. Col. 7 lines 23-32 shows at least one 
software programs accessing at least one other software programs. 

Based on the teachings of Helland et al., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the shown 
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embodiment shown in figure 1 of Lai et al. to make use of the distributive computer 
environment of Helland et al. (process application stack of Lai et al. remotely) in order to 
maximize computer efficiency. 

Suorsa teaches, column 2, line 17, credit card processing software. 

Yu teaches, column 2, line 65, calculation of taxes software. 

Taylor et al. teaches, column 9, lines 12-13, warehouse management software. 

Vaghi teaches, column 2, line 55, shipping software. 

Roche teaches, column 8, line 68 invoicing software. 

Based on the teachings of Suorsa, Yu, Roche, Vaghi and Taylor et al., it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to specify known software applications, including credit card processing, calculation of 
taxes, warehouse management, shipping and invoicing software, as part of the Lai 
application library in order to generate greater revenue from the usage of known 
software. 

In reference to claim 3. The method of claim 1 wherein the accessing step 
includes accessing a solution stack within the software solution system having a 
plurality of software programs providing services to process the transaction. 
Applications 36 from Helland et al. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/608,91 1 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3627 

In reference to claim 4. The method of claim 1 wherein the accessing step 
includes using an integration block to access the software programs and maintain the 
software programs decoupled. Management system 20 of Lai et al. 

In reference to claim 5. The method of claim 1 wherein the accessing step 
includes using the software programs providing the following services: credit card 
processing, calculation of taxes, warehouse management, shipping, and invoicing. 

See above teachings. 

In reference to claim 6. The method of claim 1, further including providing to the 
entities a single access point for processing of transactions using the software 
programs. Management system 20 of Lai et al. 

In reference to claims 15 and 16-17, Lai teaches receiving the request via a first 
network; Lai does not expressly teach accessing the software programs via a second 
network wherein the second network is different and disconnected from the first 
network. However Helland teaches accessing the software modules located remotely 
from the host via a second network which is different; disconnected from the first 
network and the interactions between software programs in order to complete purchase 
transactions (see at least col. 7 lines 23-67). See above for motivation 

Claims 7-10 and 13 are substantially similar to claims 1 and 2-6. 

Examiner, per 37 CFR 1.104 (c) (2), has pointed out particular references 
contained in the prior arts of record in the body of this action for the convenience of the 
applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art 
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and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing 
the response, to consider fully the entire references as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior arts 
of disclosed by the examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are not persuasive. In 
particular applicant argues that, A) the prior art do not disclose or suggest receiving a 
transaction from an entity and determining with a first software program on a host 
system which application (located on another system) is used for processing the 
transaction; B) the prior art fails to teach at least one software programs accessing at 
least one other software programs and the interactions between the at least one other 
software programs with a third program. 

In response to A) the examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant is reminded that 
claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. Lai teaches receiving at 
a host computer system a request to process a transaction from multiple terminals or 
entities and processing the transaction and presenting the results back to the terminals 
or entities. Helland teaches a distributive computing environment, where more than 
software modules are stored remotely in a different system and are accessed by the 
host in response to a transaction processing via a second network (see at least col. 4 
line 63-col.5 line 3; col. 6 line 49-col. 7 line 27). Furthermore Helland teaches at least 
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one program accessing another program and the interaction between multiple programs 
(see at least col. 7 lines 23-67). Therefore Lai in view of Helland still meets the scope of 
the limitation as currently claimed. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MUSSA SHAAWAT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2945. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on 571-272-2945. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Mussa A Shaawat/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3627 
August 10, 2010 



